cognised. Tosustainarejection on the basisof obviousness H must be shown tha, .he 

atcolumnlline 50 is avoided. The dear .eaching of Ku therefore ,s that flexure of the frame ,s 
to minimised and to ensure that close contact is maintained at all times. 

Theexammersuggeststhati.wou.dbeobvious.ocombinetheteach.ngstoamveatme 

anogoesto great ,engms to incorporate a mechanism that avoids the conse q uences o such 
flexibility. By contrast the present invention as claimed in c.aim 1 requires the adopUonofa 

locations of magnets to minimise the effects of the flexib.hty. 

This combination of features is neither taught nor suggested by the art and, m fact, 

on claim 1. are not rendered obvious by Ku in view of Masunaga. 

Gate teaches the use of primary and auxiliary frames with support provtded by chps 
engagingthebridgeofthemain frame. Once again the essence oftheinventionistoprov.de a 
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.hatassu.esngidityfor.hebndgeasonee—entuti.isesthebndge.Itwoidnot 

believedtobeobviousinviewofthesereference, 

Asnoted in the response ,o the eariieroffice act.on, independent eiann 22 s dtrec.ed to 
theauxiliarylensperse.disnottaughtintheart.Forthereasonsnotedabovetbere.sno 

awavfrom.hecombinationofafra.ewiththesecharaetensticswithapnmaryfr^e 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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